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On some new or rare Muhammadan and Hindú Coins, No. IIT.— By 
Dr. A. F. Ruporr Horrxsie. (With two Plates). 


[For Nos. I and II of this series, see this Journal, Vol. LVIIT, 
Part I of 1889, p, 30, and Vol. LIX, Part I, for 1890, p. 169. Compare 
also Vol. LII, Part 1 for 1888, p. 211.] 

In the course of examining coins that are submitted to me under 
the Treasure Trove Act, I have come across some that deserve a fuller 
description than I could give them in my Reports to the Government. 


(A) Corns or THE Inperenpenr SULTANS or BENGAL. 


Towards the end of 1891 I received a lot of coins from Sibsigar 
in Assam, Among them there were 88 coins of the Independent Sultans 
of Bengal. In July 1892 I received another set of 28 coins of the 
same Sultins from Bhagalpur. Reports on both finds are published 
in the Society’s Proceedings for August 1893. Among theso coins 1 
fonnd the following uew types or new varieties of known types. 


(XXXV.) Janséiu-p-pin Muganmap Suu. 
817-835 A. H. = 1414-1431 A. D. 


(1) See Plate VIII, fig. 1. Now in the Indian Museum. This is 
merely a new variety of the coin, published by Mr. Blochmann in this 
Journal, Vol. XLIII, p. 294, pl. XIII, No. 2, and in the British Museum 
Catalogue, No. 87. The legends on both faces are iu tughra characters. 


Obry.: a aeda) g pla Yy G ay) 


The date 834, in very large figures, is on the left,* and the mint 
Chatgdon on the right side, partly illegible. In the specimens published 
by W. Blochmann, the date as well as the mint is on the right side. 
On the British Muscum specimen the mint is said to be beneath. „But 
I doubt this; it appears to me to be the usual legend yó ENES 
The date and mint would be on the sides, but the coiu is too badly 
disfigured by cuts to show them. 

(2) Plate VID, fig. 2. Now in the Indian Museum. This is 
another specimen of that published in the British Museum Catalogue, 


AM 
eS 
+ 


* Unfortunately, owing to a knob caused by a shroff mark on the reverse, the 
date has not come ont very clearly in the photograph, It is however, perfectly 
distinct on the coin itself, 
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No. 83, and I only publish it here, because it is in nearly perfect 
condition, The beginning of the naime Jaldl is lost or disfigured in every 
other specimen I have hitherto seen. The mint also is a curiosity ; 
for it scems to read (left-hand margin) ob} a2} $ fi al-Firúzábád. 
Thc more usual form is Llapas fot 3 fi al-bildat Firizdbad. The date 
is 824 (Arp és, bottom, margin). The whole margin reads: 

Arie Bas Ital S Sub} Jib opd 

The date is in large sprawling figures. 

(3) Plate VIII, fig. 3. Now inthe Indian Museum. This is a new 
type which I do not remember having scen published anywhere. The 
obverse legend is new. 

Obv.: in circular area : 

piyi G 
s lo 
celana 
ao ada 
Margin: arr siw (ses ) gh Sd} gòt yd, 

Rev.: lettered surface with usual legend in tughra. 

The date is 83(3?); the last figure may be 3 or 4. T cannot 
identify the mint name; it seems to be a new mint of 7 or 8 letters, 
ending in 8 k. 

(4) Plate VIII, fig. 4. Now in the Indian Museum. This is 
another new type, with an entircly new kind of obverse design. It con- 
sists of a small circular centro with the legend sas} òt Abdu-l-Jabbar 
‘Servant of the Omnipotent.’ Around is a broad inner circle and a 
narrow margin, both covered with arabesques. At the bottom of the 
margin there appears to be the date 8*5 (820 or 835), now partly 
obliterated by a shroff-mark. 

The reverse has the usual legend in tughra, as, e.g., in the British 
Museum Catalogue, No 33. 


(XXXVITE.) N<siru-p-pin Manmup Suan. 
846-864 A. H, = 1442-1459 A. D. 


This Sultán struck a very great variety of coins. Mr. Blochmann 
has published nine different kinds in this Journal, Vol. LXIII, p. 295 
and Vol. XLIV, pp. 288, 289, Pl. XI, Nos. 2-9. I myself have published 
cleven other varieties in this Journal, Vol. LII, pp. 217-219, Pl. X VE, 
Nos. 1-8 and PI. XVII, Nos. 9-11. Here are four additional varieties. 

l. Plate VIII, ‘fig. 5. Now in the Indianu Museum. This is a new 
variety of the same type to which “Col. Hyde’s” coin, published 
by Mr. Blochmann in this Journal, Vol. XLIII, p. 295, belongs. The 
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peculiarity of this type is that both its margins are not filled with 
legends, bnt with various ornamental markings. The present coin 
differs from Col. Hyde's in showing on the reverse the “knnyat” Abul 
Mujéhid, and bearing no date. There are also some other slight differ- 
enees iu the arrangement of the lettering and in the ornamental 
markings. 


Obverse: in circular area :— Reverse: in cireular area: 
Oso t Good 
wrayi ii en yah 
AM KOS Spee” Od low! tgd 
wh ty lhl) gld 
eget 
Margin: ornamental serolls. Margin: ornamental serolls. 


There is neither mint nor date. 

2. Plate VIII, fig. 6. Now in the Indian Museum. Thisis merely 
another die of the same variety of eoin, which has been published by 
Mr. Bloehmann in this Journal, Vol. XLIV, p. 289, Pl. XI, No. 9, 
and by myself in Vol. LII, p. 218, Pl. XVII, No. 9. I publish it for 
three reasons. In the first place, because it is in very good condition 
and shows plainly the “knuyat” Abul Mujéhid. In the second place, 
becanse it gives a new date; and in the third place, beeause it shows 
that my description given in Vol. LH, p. 219 is wrong. The obverse 
legend is not (as I then thought, being misled by the bad condition 
of the eoin) distributed over area and margin, but arca and margin 
have, each, their own distinct legend. 


Obv. : in cirenlar arca : Rev.: in circular area, within 
oY G ornamental margin : 
Poets Wo} 
rele) oe 
lo oA ot wots 
Obv. margin : salgei 
Bolt Ad oyad BLS dec” 
ner khao (creas, et whl 


The date (just above of Násir) is 842. This is noticeable. The 
earliest proved date, hitherto known, of Mahmúd Shah was 846, and 
he reigned up to 864, Native historians give hint 27 years (or even 
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32) of reign, Accordingly his reign should have commenced in 638. 
Mr. Blochmann, after discussing the subject (Vol. XLII, p. 269), adds: 
“ We require, therefore, more evidence to fix the beginning of Mahmud’s 
reign.” Here, then, we have evidence carrying that Sultán’s reign 
back to 842. 

The mint name I am unable to read satisfactorily, but it is ap- 
parently the same as that above on No. 3 of Jalalu-d-din Muhammad 
Shah. The first part, here, might be al-Balud; though, perhaps, the 
name is only a very crude way of writing Firúzábád; compare the 
appearance of the latter name on No. 3, below. 

There were five specimens of this coin. One has no date; another 
has 843; on the remaining two the unit figure is not distinctly legible, 
it may be 1 or 2or 3. The specimen dated 843 is now in the British 
Muscum, The undated specimen scems to be of the Mwazzimábád mint. 


> 


3. Plate VIII, fig. 7. Nowin my own cabinet. This is anew type. 


Obv.: area in indented quatre- | Rev.: in circular area within 


foil: ornamental border : 
Set b Laat 
ees el 
es Foy 
o oA apa” vale} 


wll sla 


Obv.: margin in sections : 
upper left: 862 cys 


an core) A 
lower ,, : & I | No marginal legend. 


lower right: áw ias 


upper ,, > AFM | 


It may be noticed that this is again a coin of the Abul Mujihid 
type, and that the date is another early one of 843. 

There were seven specimens of this coin; all, except two, dated 
843. On the remaining two the date is lost. One of them is now in 
the Indian Museum, Calcutta; another, in the British Museum. 

4. Plate VIII, fig. 8. Now in the Indian Museum ; the only speci- 
men of this kind in the find. Itis apparently a duplicate of the coin 
published by me int this Journal, Vol. Lil, p 218, Pl. XVI, No. 4, but 
it is in much better preservation, showing all the peculiarities of this 
type of coin. 
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Obv.: in circular area, Rev.: in oblong double-lined toothed 
within ornamental margin: area, within a circle surrounded 
pihe Ji ese by dots: 
ale BA 9 ot, biol} 


a ot 
Aan obiya aad | aa ae 
i The toothed or fringe-like orna- 
mentation is peculiar. 


The date 858 is distinct. The mint Firúzábád is probable. 

I wish to draw attention to two points :— 

Firstly, these new coius carry Nasiru-d-din Mahmúd Shéh’s rule back 
to the years 843 and 842, The end of his reign is well ascertained to 
have been in 864, by Barbak Shah’s inscription of 865 and Mahmtid’s 
own coin of 864 (Journal LU, p. 216, No. 8b). This gives Mahmúd 
Shah a reign of, at least, 23 years, and goes some way in support of the 
statement of the native historians. Some of them say, that he reigned 
32 years, others, that he reigned “not more than 27” years. These 
eonflicting statements are susceptible of a not improbable explanation. 
Giviug Mahmúd Shah 32 years, his reign would have commenced in 833. 
Mr. Blochmaun (Journal, Vol. XLIT, p. 268) shows with great probabi- 
lity, that Shamsu-d-din Ahmad Shih’s reign must have commenced in 834 
or thereabouts. He was the third member of an usurping Hindú dynasty, 
and the native historians relate, that he was so cruel and tyrannical that 
Nasir Sháh (afterwards Mahmúd Shah), a descendant of the old 
Muhammadan dynasty of Ilyás Shah, with the support of the old party, 
set up an opposition reign. What happened, I suppose then, was this: 
Almad Shah succéeded in 832; soon afterwards, in 833, Mahmúd Shah 
set up his counter-reign; Ahmad certainly lived to 836, as shown by 
one of his coins (see this Journal, Vol. XLII, p. 268, and Brit. Mus. 
Cat., No. 88), and he probably lived to 838, in which year accordiugly 
Mahmud Shah become sole and indisputed ruler of Bengal. Counting 
Mahmid’s reign from 833, we obtain a total of 32 years, but countiug 
from 838, a total of 27 years. 

Secondly, in this Journal, Vol. LI, pp. 212-216, I have fully proved, 
that Mahmúd Shah I made use of the two kunyats, Abul Muzajfar as well 
as Abul Mujéhid. I gave another proof of the use of two kunyats 
in Journal, Vol. LIX, p. 167. The coins I now publish add further 
proof, if any were needed. In the British Museum Catalogue published 
in 1885, I sec, there are two coins still ascribed to Nasiru-d-din Mahmúd 
Shah IT (Nos. 103, 104), foHowing herein Mr, Bloelimann, who in 1873 


+ 
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(Journal, Vol. XLII, p. 289) first aseribed that type of eoin to Mahmúd 
II. The only reason for this determination, given in the British Museum 
Catalogue (p. 42, footnote), is that this type of eoin gives the kunyat 
Abul Mujéhid, which is said to distinguish Mahmúd IT from Mahmud I 
and Mahmúd III, both of whom use the kunyat Abul Muzafar. I 
proved, already in 1883, that this reason was worthless; for Mahmud 
II uses both Abul Mujdhid and Abul Mugaffar. Now the eoin, British 
Museum Catalogue No. 104, is not dated, and therefore there is just a 
possibility that it may be a eoin of Mahmúd II (who, however, was 
a mere child and only reigned for six months); but there is no argument 
iu support of that possibility, and the probabilities are all in favour of 
Mahmúd I. He coined a great variety of types, and the style of the 
reverse of that No. 104 reminds one of the very similar style of Mahmúd 
T’s son and suceessor Barbak Sháh in his eoin (Br. M. Cat.) No. 90. For 
my part, therefore, I prefer to aseribe the eoin No. 104 (Br. M. Cat.) to 
Mahmúd I, until dated eoins of Mahmúd II are found to prove the 
contrary. For another striking instanee of the use of two different 
kunyats see below under Shamsu-d-din Muzaffar Shah. 


(XXXIX.) Snamsv-p-pin Yosar Sfx. 
879-886 A. H. = 1474-1481 A. D. 


(1) Plate VIL, fig. 9. Now in the Indian Museum. Only one 
coin of this type. was found. It is an entirely new type. 

Obverse: divided by four interseeting lines, so as to form a eentral 
square, with four exterior segments, the eentre square itself being divided 
by a horizontal line into two equal oblong compartments. Thus :— 


esti] isle 
a ay yy ay Y E 
5 
= J| 
= a 
a E 
Loe 15 60] 


The two central eompartments eontain the ereed; the four seg- 
ments, the names of the four Inams, of which, however, only ’Ali’s 
name is fully legible in the top segment. 
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The Reverse is divided into four parallel compartments by three 
horizontal lines. The legend is as follows :— 


A lool} 
ws Uses 
San gp Plow! 
wlbled| ld gst 
dyes? wlha lass yb 


There is no mint name and date on the coin, so far as I can see. 
(2) Plate VIII, fig. 10. Now in the Indian Museum. Only one 
coin of this kind was found. 


Obv.: in circular area: Rev.: in lozenge area: 
The Creed. t 
Below: Mint and date ü 
illegible, ta oft 
EE urð 


BE ing ibi 91 
BLES sh st oth 
aE pyst lh ledt 
whl slis 
The marginal segments of the reverse are too much abraded to 
distinguish whether they bore any legends or merely ornamental 


scrolls ; probably the latter. 


ane ignite VIL fig.11. Now in the Indian Museum ; only one coin 
of this kind. 


Obv.: in circular area: Rey. : lettered surface : 
any (wats iol) 
oes” aly thao ad 
BU Soy s onl gat 


cot BES yl Gy! abs 
| witha} shd syns”) 


There appears to have been no mint or date on this coin; at least 
I can discover no space for them. 

What is particularly noteworthy, however, is that here we have 
again further evidence of the use, by the same king, of the two kunyats 
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Abul Muzafar and Abul Mujéhid. The usual kunyat of Yúsuf Shah, 
on coins and in inseriptions, is Abul Muzafar; but on the present eoin 
it is Abul Mujáhid. 


(XLL) Jatdiu-p-piv Fary Sufu. 
886-892 A. H. = 1481-1486 A. D. 

l. Plate VIII, fig. 12. Now in the Indian Museum; only one coin 
of this kind. It is a new varicty of the type, given in the British 
Museum Catalogne, No. 97. The only difference is in the arrangement 
of the lettering on the reverse. 


ORERE. Reverse : 
The Creed. (wt) wlblJ} 
. e & „S $ l 
Below: 49 D Lia} ile wih} 


(Treasury, 890 A. H.) : 
bd! a cit 9 
cyt olalendy slit) 


potki glè apes”) 

2, Plate IX, fig. 18. Now in the Indian Museum; only one coin 
of this kind. This is 2 new variety of the type deseribed in the British 
Museum Catalogue, No. 98. The latter is not figured, but, to judge 
from the arrangement of the lettering, I assume it to be the same as 
that published by Laidlay, in this Journal, Vol. XV, p. 329, No. 15. 
There the legends are in cireular areas within ornamental margins. 
In the present coin, the arrangement is as follows :— 


Obv.: area, Rev.: area, 
double-lined octagon within a cirele: | double-lined octagon within a cirele : 
lb lent slit? 
cle led oss} [ eet ] wih 
tioy dla wlbled| gS ages” 
at ort y ald oys) 


pret AA & Sh} oan” 

The mint is elearly Muhammadabad, and the date 88%. The unit 
figure unfortunately is deleted by a shroff mark. 

The riddle of this coin is the correct reading of the phrase in the 
fourth line of the reverse. This phrase is undoubtedly the same as 
that whieh occurs in the third lino of the British Museum Catalogue, 
No. 95, and of this Journal, Vol. XLII, pl. IX, No. 8. Mr. Bloehmann 
(p. 282) read it on the latter coin as Paid aU} yo”, This is unques- 
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tiouably wrong, as the letters on the coins are not so many. Tho 
British Museum Catalogue (p. 39) reads it (ols oaa} Al-Husain 
Sháhí. On the coius, however, there is no letter (s) but the letter (m). 
The latter is distinet enough, even in the photograph of the British 
Museum specimen, but it is quite unmistakable on the present specimen. 
Accordingly I prefer to read al-Hamiéd Sháhí. This phrase al-Hamiéd 
Shaht is probably of some historical importance. The similar phrase 
al-Husaint is found on eoins of the king ’Alju-d-din Husain Shah, 
where it is applied to Sayyid Ashraf, the father of Husain Shah. It dis- 
tinguishes Sayyid Ashraf as belonging to the lino of Husain. Iu the 
present ease the term al-Hamid Shahi is applied to Mahmúd Shah, the 
father of Fath Shah, and distinguishes him as belonging to the guild of 
Hamid Shah. Now the Riydzu-s-Salatin (Bibl. Indica ed., p. 108, see 
also Stewart’s History of Bengal, p. 93, and Journal, Vol. XLII, p. 260, 
footnote) relates that the king Ghiydgu-d-din "Azam Shah was a pupil of 
a Shaikh Hamidu-d-din of Nagor, whom he used to visit to be taught 
divinity. Such holy men are not uneommouly popularly called by the 
title of Shéh. Accordingly Hamidu-d-din would be popularly known as 
Hamid Shah, and pupils of his, or men professing his guild, would be 
called Hamid Shahi. Sultén’Azam Sháh would be known as al-Hamid 
Shahi or ‘the pupil of Hamid Shah’; aud this honorific epithet would 
be retained by his direet descendants. It would, thence, follow that, 
in all probability, Mahmúd Shéh was a younger son of ’Azam Sh4h, his 
cldev brother, who sueeeeded "Azam Shih, being Hamzah Shah. Mah- 
mid Shah, in the histories, is simply described asa son of one of tho 
descendants of Ilyas Shah; and he took possession of the throne, after 
tho short-lived usurpation of the Hindi family of Raja Kans, on that 
title of being a descendant of the old legitimate royal family. IfI am 
correct in my combinations, this coin of Fath Shah would thus prove that 
Mahmúd was a son (if not a grandson) of “Azam Sháh. ’Azam Shah, 
probably reigned up to 799 H., and Mahmúd Shdh’s usurpation, probab- 
ly (see supra), commenced in 833 H. He may, therefore, have very well 
been a younger son of ’Azam Shah, being, at the time of his usurpation, 
a man of between 40 and 50 years. In fact, Mahmúd Shah may, in 
his early youth, have still known Hamid Shah, and have aceompanied 
his father in his visits to the saint. 


(XLV.) Snamsv-p-pin Muzarrar Suu. 


896-899 A. H. = 1490-1493 A. D. 


l. Plate IX, fig. 14. Now in the Indian Museum ; only one coin 
of this kind. It is a new variety of the type published in the British 
Muscum Catalogue, No, 105, and by Laidlay in this Journal, Vol. XV, 
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p. 331, No, 19. There isa slight difference in the arrangement of the 
lettering, but the main difference is the use of the kunyat Abul 
Muzafar instead of the usual Abun-Nasar, and in the absence of khazénak. 


Obv.: lettered surface : Rev.: in cireular area: 
asi Y (Ls ro 
oes” aly Y unt 
ay gary RCE, 
AZA | wl dbo ihah 
(8:8 A. Hi.) SK olle 
| s Sho a 
| [ sikle J 


The date, of eourse, must be 898. The curiosity of this com is the 
kunyat Abul Mugaffar, Tts letters are absolutely distinct, whieh is more 
than can be said for the kunyat Abun Nasar, which is usually read on 
his coins. I have never met with any specimen on whieh Abun Nasar 
could be read with cqually absolute certainty ; at the same time, I admit, 
that the reading Abun Nagar on those coins (as on Br. M. Cat., No. 105) 
is very probable. Any how, the kunyat Abun Nasar as the usual one of 
Muzaffar Shah is proved by his inscriptions whieh uniformly give it to 
him (sec this Jowrnal, Vol. XLII, p. 290.) Here, then, we have another 
evidence to confirm the fact that more than one kunyat might be used by 
the same king. I may add that Blochmann in this Journal, Vol. XLITI, 
p. 297, footnote, affords anothcr evidence in the fact that Aurangzib uses 
the two kunyats Abuz Zafar and Abul Mugaffar, on his coins and in his 
inscriptions respectively. He calls this a “confusion” (whose ?), but 
it is simply a well-established practice of some kings. 


(B) Corns of THE KALACHURI KINGS OF CHED 

In January last, I received from the Political Agent of the Chhatis- 
garh Feudatory States, Raipur, 56 old coins which, on examination, 
turned out to be coins of some of the Kalachuri kings of Chedi, A re- 
port on them has been published in the Soeiety’s Proceedings for April 
last. These coins had been found in the Sarangarh State. In May 
last, I received three more Chedi coins, which had been found in the 
bed of the river Ang, in the state of Patna, and a report on which is 
published in the Proceedings for August last. 

As these coins, as far as I know, are the first of their kind ever 
found, or at least have never becn published, T publish them now 
the more so,as in one respect T have altered my opinion published in 
the Proceedings for April last. 
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For information on the Kalaehuri dynasty of Chedi Imay refer to 
General Sir Alexander Cunningham’s Arehæologieal Survey Reports, 
Vol. XVII, p. 71 ff, and Professor Kielhorn’s paper in the Indian 
Antiquary, Vol. XVII, pp. 185-138. On the aecounts there given the 
subjoined genealogieal list is based :— 


—_——_——— 
| 


pon Eup Toasts co Names of kings. Actual dates from inscriptions. 
No. of accession. 

1 1000 A. D. Kokalla 

2 i020 Ratnaréja I = 

3 1060s, Prithvideva I one 

4 1090 Jájalladeva I +. | 1ild A. D, (806 K. S) 

5 DEAD 3s Ratnadeva II ae 

GRIP TISS y | Prithvideva II .,, | 1141 (893 K.§.),* 1145 (896 K.8.), 

1158 A. D. (910 K. 8.) 

7 1160, Jajalladeva II... | 1167 A. D. (¥19 K 8.) 

8 HG Ratnadeva IIT ,,, | 1181 A.D (933 K.8.) 

9 WES p Prithvideva III i 1190 A. D. (1247 V. S.) 


l 


The following is a list of the coins that have been found :— 


Se Ae spe rere? 


A Found in ; 
Serial r i Found in m 
ie Names of kings, S ae Sie Total. Grand Total. 
large | small | large | small | large | small 
| 
1 | Jajalladeva .., 9 17 2 1 11 18 29 
2 | Ratnadeva ...] ... 29 eae ote ao 29 29 
3 | Prithvideva ... 1 azo z a 1 as 1 
Total ... | ... Sa = one 906 one 59 


Two of the eoins are of pure gold ; viz., one large eoin of Jájalla 
(found in the Patna State), and the large coin of Prithvi Deva. All others 
are of mixed metal, containing gold in very varying proportions, whieh 
eould only be determined by a regular assay. The other large eoin of 
Jajalla, found in the Patna State, as well as his small coin, found there, 
appear to be of nearly pure gold. 

In weight and size they are all practieally alike; that is, the 
larger eoins measure 0°65, the smaller, 0-5 inches ; and the larger eoins 
weigh 57 grains, the smaller, 15 grains. The large gold Prithyi Deva 
weighs 59 grains, and one large Jdjalla Deva of mixed metal weighs only 
56 grains ; also one small Jajalla, only 14 grains. 


* Seo Indian Antiquary, Vol. XX, pe 84. 
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In design the coins are all alike. The margin is formed by a circle 
of dots. On the obverse is the crude figure of some animal, and on the 
reverse, the legend. 

The legends are the following :— 


I. Jajalla (Pl. TX, 15-19). Ii. Ratna Deva (P1. IX, 20, 21.) 
MAA sri-maj-já Ray sré-mad-ra 
saq jalla-deva. aq ina-deva. 


Ill. Prithvi Deva (P1. IX, fig. 22). 
ayaa $ri-mat-prt 
Qa thei-deva. 

The Jájalla coins of mixed metal show on the obverse of the large 
specimens the akshara aT má, on that of the small, a ma. On the ob- 
verse of the gold Jajalla and the gold Prithvi Deva, in tho corresponding 
places, there is also some mark, which seems to be some akshara, it 
resembles the numeral figure ¥ (5). 

What animal the figure on the obverse represents, I do not venture 
to say. At first, I thought it was the standing figure of Hanumdan, 
and this opinion I expressed in my report, published iu the Proceedings 
for April last, p. 92. This figure can be recognized, if one takes the coin 
(e. g., the gold Prithvi Deva, P1. VII, fig. 22) with the reverse (legend) side 
facing, and then turns over the obverse side, side-ways, from the right to 
the left. The obverse side, as then presented tothe spectator, shows a 
crude figure of Hanuman standing, with his head turned to the left 
(showing profile), body to front, and fect to right; one of the two scrolls 
being his tail. The figure, of course, is very crade. 

But 1 have since found, that holding the obverse side in a different 
position, other figures can be made out; and accordingly, I wish to with- 
- draw, for the present, the conclusion which I drew from my recognition of 
the figure of Hanumán, in the April Proceedings, p. 93. If, instead of 
turning the gold Prithvi Deva side-ways, from right to left, it be turned 
downwards from top to bottom, the obverse side, as now presented to 
the spectator, shows a distinct small figure of an elephant, in the lower 
half of the coin. His head, on the right hand side, is quite clear; his 
trunk is raised up and curves over; within the curve is seen one of his 
tusks; his body is encircled by a heavy chain (of the howdah) ; the up- 
turned tail is just seen on the left margin; the fore-legs are partially 
visible, the hind-legs are cut away. This much is very clear, but what 
the marks on the upper half of the coin may mean, I cannot make out, 
unless they can somehow be'taken to represent a howdah. See No. 21 
on Plate IX. 

There is still a third possibility. Holding the obverse side, in nearly 

J. 1. 31 
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the same position as for the clephant, it is just possible to recognize the 
figure of a bull (or a horse, or a lion), to the right, in the same recumbent 
position as scen on the so-called “ Bull and Horseman” coins. Sce 
obverse of No, 15 on Plate 1X. What was before the upturned trunk 
of the elephant, are now the fore legs of the bull turned under his 
body. A part of what might be the howdah (?) is now the head of the 
bull (or other animal), near the right hand margin, 

T may add, that holding the coin in the position, now described, 
the akshara af må presents itsclf upright, which renders it probable 
that this is the proper position in which the coin should be held. See 
No. 17 on Plate IX. 

All this requires some exercise of the imagination, and I will leave 
it to more expericnced numismatic eycs to determine the real nature 
of the obverse figure. Only one thing appears to me impossible: to 
recognize in it any figure of the goddess “ Durgá, four-armed, seated 
to front.” And in this respect, the coins of the present finds still 
appear to me very noteworthy. For all coins of tho Kalachuri dynasty 
that hitherto have become known, show on the obverse the figure of 
Durga, which is also said to have been “ the cognizance of the Haihaya 
or Kalachuri Princes of Chedi.’* 

It is impossible to say, to which of the kings of the above given 
list the coins may belong. Ratna Deva and Prithvi Deva, both occur 
three times, and Jajalla Dova occurs twice. Coins (gold, silver and cop- 
per, sce Archeological Survey Reports, Vol. X, p. 25) of the Kalachuri king 
Gangeya Deva are known; so also gold coing of a Kalachuri king, Prith- 
vi Deyat (sec Prinsep’s Indian Antiquities, Vol. 1, p. 292, and Thomas’ 
Chronicles, No. 17, p. 19.) All these, however, are of a different type. 
They show, on the obverse, the figure of Durgá, seated to front. No 
coin of any other Kalachuri king has become known before tho finds 
now described by me. Gangeya Deva’s date is about 1120-1140 A. D. 
There is an inscription of his, dated iu (789 K. S.) 1038 A. D.t He 
must, thercfore, have becn a contemporary of Ratna Dova I. Gencral 
Sir Alex. Cunningham has shown (Survey Reports, Vol. XVII, p. 71) 
that a Kalachuri king Gayakarna Deva was reigning in (866 K. S., or) 
1115 A. D., in the very same year as Jájalla Deva I; and that, therefore, 
there existed two distinct kingdoms of Chedi, the one having its capital 
at Tripuri, on the Narbada, in Westeru Chhatisgarh ; the other in Ratan- 
pur, in Northern Chhatisgarh. Gangeya Deva was a king of Western 


* Archeolog. Survey Roports, Vol. X, p. 25. 

t That this is the Kalachuri Prithyi Dova, and not a Chandel king, is shown by 
the form of tho namo. The Chandel is called Prithvf Varma. 

Í Archæolog. Survey Reports, Vol. XXT, p, 118. 
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Chhatisgarh or Dahal ; he is called so in one of his inseriptions (Archwolog. 
Survey Reports, Vol. XXI, p. 113). It may be suggested, that the two 
Chedi kingdoms had coinages of distinct types. Western Chedi had 
the fonr-armed seated Durga, while Northern Chedi had the eoins whieh. 
I have described in this paper. In that case the Prithvi Deva, whose 
coins show the Durga device, would not be identical with any of the three 
Prithvi Devas in the list above given, which isa list of the Ratanpur 
kings of Northern Chedi. He would be another king of the Tripuri 
dynasty of Western Chedi. 


(C) Corns or rie Surtáys or Derm. 

1. See Plate IX, fig. 23. This is a copper coin of uncertain attri- 
bution, which T diseovered among tho coins of tho Asiatie Society of 
Bengal. It is clearly dated S4I H., and it shows the type eurrent in 
those days in the mints of the so-called Pathan Sultdus of Delhi. 
Compare, e. g., the small copper coins of Mubarak Shah II (824-837), 
and Muhammad Shéh IV (837-847). Et bears, however, the name of 
Jalal Shah. There is no Sultan of that name in the known list of the 
Sultáns of Delhi. Thomas, in his Chronieles of the Pathan Kings of Delhi, 
p. 375, mentions a Jalal Lodí, who was a brother of Ibrahim Lodí, and 
who was placed by the nobles of his own tribe of Lodi on the throne of 
the kingdom of Jaunpur. But Ibrahim’s date is 923-937, and his 
brother Jalal’s date is therefore too lato for the present coin. The first 
known interferenee of the Lodis with the Delhi Saltanat is connected 
with Bahlol Lodi, the grand-father of Ibrahim Lodi and of the above- 
mentioned Jalal Lodi. He was nominally Governor, but virtually, 
master of the dependencies of Lahor and Sarhind, nnder the Sultán 
of Delhi, Muhammad Sháh IV bin Farid (837-847). His aid was 
called in by that Sultán, to relievo him from the attack of Ibrahim, 
king of Jaunpur. This happened before 844, the date of Ibrahim’s 
death. Bahlol’s first mention, therefore, goes baek to at least 844 H. 
(See Thomas, ibid., pp. 320, 336). It might be suggested that Jalal may 
have been Bahlol’s father; but his father’s name is given as “ Mahik 
Kala” in Beale’s Oriental Biographical Dictionary. I referred the 
question to Mr. Rodgers, who possesses an unrivalled acquaintanee with 
the Muhammadan coins of that period; bnt he was not ablo to throw 
any light on Jalal Shah’s identity. The coin reads as follows :— 


Obverse : Reverso: 
lsat} E“ le Jila 
oia 2 


are | Ub leo 
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I give the obverse legend, as Mr. Rodgers reads it, though I am 
not fully satisfied as to its correctness. 

2. See Plate IX, fig. 24. This is a rupee of Sher Sh4h from 
my own cabinet. It is of a well-known type, but I publish it for the 
sake of the strange reverse legend wide Aldu-d-din, which is clearly 
shown in the bottom segment, It appears in the place, where one 
usually finds Sher Shah’s name Faridu-d-din. I cannot account for 
this anomaly, nor can Mr. Rodgers to whom I referred the coin. 


(D) Corns or tan Mucaan Emperors or DELHI. 


l. See Plate IX, fig. 24. This is a square rupee from my own 
cabinet. The date is perfectly distinct, 1010 H., aud the coin, therefore, 
refers itself to Akbar’s reign; yet its true attribution is not without 
difficulties. I referred the coin to Mr. Rodgers, who informed me 
that there are two coins like it in the Lahore Museum and that he 
possesses one specimen himself. He believes that they are “ Jahangir’s 
coins with Akbar’s name, struck in Bengal.” He reads the legends as 
follows :— 


Obverse : Reverse : 
The Creed. fet. pal sla 
a 
ward cary? 6 
ES 
| on ee 


He tells me that “ Akbar,” “Shah Salim” and mint “ Bangélah” 
are plain on one of the above-mentioned three coins. Jahangir succeeded 
his father Akbar in 1014 H. ; his earlier name was Salim Shah, which 
appears on some of his early coins, for which see British Museum 
Catalogue, Nos. 288, 289. 

2. Sce Plate IX, fig. 25. This is a rupee of Jahangir, of the 
well-known type of the months of the Ilahi ycars. I publish it, how- 
ever, for the sake of the mint Rohtds, which is a new one. Tho legends 
run as follows :— 


Obverse : Reverse : 
ost egl! laio] slo 
sls sis way (9 wy 


A 


Lem otyg 
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3. See Plate IX, fig. 26. This is a new variety of the well-known 
type of Shah Jahdn’s rupees with two straight-lined square areas. The 
novelty is that the square is made with double lines, resembling in this 
respect a certain variety of Sher Shah’s rupecs, which is less rare, and 
a specimen of which is figured in the British Museum Catalogue, No. 
544, Sháh Jahdn’s rupee of this variety is extremely rare. I have 
only heard of one other specimen, through Mr. Rodgers who informs 
me that he hag seen it in the collection of Mr. Durkce, an American 
who visited India in the course of last year. The legends are the 
nsual ones; there is, however, onc peculiarity, that the Hijra date is 
given twice, while the Jalús year is omitted. The date is 1056, and is 
given in the top segment of the obverse, together with the mark of a 
“sword;” and it is given again in the bottom segment of the reverse 
with the mint Kattak (SS). 


Postscript: The above was in print before I discovered that 
Jalál Sháh’s coin (p. 243) had been already published in the Appendix 
to the British Museum Catalogue of “ The Muhammadan States,” No. 
500, p. 168, among the “unidentified” coins. In a footnote, it is 
suggested by the author of the Catalogue that it belongs to the Gujarat 
group of coins, on the ground that it is “precisely similar” to the 
coins of Ahmad I of Gujarat. It seems to me that the similiarity 
is much morc striking to some of the Delhi cmperial issucs, and that, 
thercfore, the prince who issued these coins was more likely to havo 
becn one who “made himself temporarily independent ” from a Delhi 
ompcror than from a Gujarat king. The facsimile of the Brit. Mus. 
specimen confirms Mr, Rodger’s reading of the obverse legend. 


tt tt tt 


On a new find of old Nepalese Manuscripts.—By Panpit Hara Prasap 
SHASTRI. 

I have been fortunate enough to obtain through the good offices of 
my friend Babi Kshirod Chandra Ray Chaudhuri, Headmaster, Chapra 
Zilla School, a collection of ancient Sanskrit MSS. from Nepal. They 
are twelve in number, eleven of which have been acquired for Govern- 
ment. Five of them are Buddhist works, four of which are absolutely 
unknown to the learned world. Six of them are Hindu works, five of 
which are well-known; one only being new to the world. The twelfth 
work was marked unknown and appeared to be in utter confusion, 
The great merit of the five Hindú MSS. which are already well-known, 
and indeed that of the whole collection, is their ancient date. The 
MSS. were written between 1026 and 1481 A.D. 


